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the dividing line of 1852, and the irretroactivity of the Convention of 
1884; but as he has been defeated in both points by the majority of the 
Court, and the latter has left established that as a result of the sequel 
of the case, the only principles which should govern are those contained 
in that Convention of 1884, this Commissioner believed it to be his duty 
to amply express his opinion from the new point of view and had the 
fortune to have the Presiding Commisioner agree with him in regard 
to the manner in which the convention referred to should be applied to 
the case, which lias permitted the Court to dictate by majority a final 
sentence, that would otherwise have been impossible, since the attitude 
of the Commissioner of the United States in regard to such application 
diverges diametrically from that of the Presiding Commissioner. 

This opinion and the context of the sentence in the points agreed to, 
leave sufficiently and totally explained the position of the Commissioner 
of Mexico in the present arbitral judgment. 

(Signed) P. B. Puga. 

Minutes of AIeeting of the Joint Commission, June 15, 1911 

El Paso, Texas, June 15, 1911. 

The Joint Commission met at the Sheldon Hotel, at 10 o'clock a. m. 
(meeting being held in Commissioner Mills' room owing to his illness) 
Present, the Commissioners, Secretaries, Agent of the United States and 
Assistant Agent of Mexico. 

The Presiding Commissioner stated that the Chamizal case submitted 
to the Commission for decision having been discussed at length by the 
Commissioners an award had been made by a majority of their votes. 

Then, the members of the Commission proceeded to sign the award, 
and the journal of the proceedings in the case, and the Mexican and 
American Commissioner submitted dissenting opinions, all of which are 
made a part of this journal. 

A copy of the award was delivered to the Agent of the United States 
and the Assistant Agent of Mexico. 

The Agent of the United States asked permission to make the follow- 
ing statement : 

May it please the Commission: Although I have not had opportunity to con- 
sult with my government and must therefore act upon my own motion, subject 
to the consideration and action of my government, I deem it my duty, in order 
to safeguard the rights of the United States in the premises, with all deference, 
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to make suggestion of protest against the decision and award which has just been 
rendered, upon the following grounds: 

1. Because it departs from the terms of submission in the following particulars : 

a. Because in dividing the Chamizal tract it assumes to decide a question 
not submitted to the Commission by the Convention of 1910 and a question 
the Commission was not asked to decide by either party at any stage of the 
proceedings ; 

b. Because it fails to apply the standard prescribed by the Treaty of 1884; 

c. Because it applied to the determination of the issue of erosion or avul- 
sion a ruling or principle not authorized by the terms of the submission or 
by the principles of international law or embraced in any of the treaties or 
conventions existing between the United States and Mexico; 

d. Because it departs from the jurisdictional provision of the Treaty of 
1889 creating the International Boundary Commission. 

2. Because the award is uncertain and indefinite in its terms, incapable of 
being made certain, and impossible of application. 

3. Because the award fails to " state the reasons upon which it is based " in 
this that it fails to state specifically whether the alleged rapid and violent erosion 
by which it finds a portion of the Chamizal tract was formed comes within the 
terms of the Treaty of 1884 or is governed by the principles of international law, 
and fails to state reasons for the inferential finding that it comes within the 
provisions of the Treaty of 1884, in spite of the fact that these questions were 
repeatedly argued by agent and counsel for the United States. 

4. Because of essential error of law and fact. 

The Mexican Commissioner expressed the thanks of his government 
for the courtesy of the Government of the United States in permitting 
the use of the Federal court-room for the meeting of the Joint 
Commission. 

The special duties of the Commission under the Treaty of June 24, 
1910, having been completed, the Presiding Commissioner declared the 
Commission adjourned without day. 

E. La Fleur. 
Anson Mills. 

F. B. PUGA. 

M. M. Velarde, 

Secretario. 
Wilbur Keblinger, 

Secretary. 



